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BULLETIN OF AMERICA’S TOWN MEETING OF THE AIR 
GEORGE V. DENNY, JR., MODERATOR 


a 
‘SEPTEMBER 5, 1950 VOL. 16, No. 19 
a ee 


How Should We Deal With American 
Communists and Front Organizations? 


announcer: 

America’s Town Meeting of the Air will visit and broad- 
wast from six United States Air Force fields during September 
end October for the purpose of illustrating the Town Meeting . 
raethod for future adaptation by the Information and Edu- 
vation Division of the Air Force of this program’s means of 
miscussing leading questions of the day. 

The first program will be broadcast September 19 from 
Mather Air Force Base in Sacramento, Calif. Subsequent | 
broadcasts will originate at Lackland Field, San Antonio, 
Tex.; Elmendorf Field, Anchorage, Alaska; Scott Field, Belle- 
wille, Ill.; Maxwell Field, Montgomery, Ala.; and Bolling 
Field, Washington, D. C. 

We are very much pleased to have been invited by the 
information and Education Division of.the Air Force to 
demonstrate the Town Meeting idea, and we hope that these 
six broadcasts will bring pleasure and information to the 
Air Force personnel who will make up our audiences and to 
you people at home. 

And now to preside over our discussion in the absence of 
eorge V. Denny, Jr., here is our guest moderator, Dr. 
Orville Hitchcock, Professor of Speech at the State University 
»£ Iowa. Dr. Hitchcock. 


Moderator Hitchcock: 

Good evening, friends. Tonight America’s Town Meeting 
‘comes to you from Washington, D.C., with a timely discus- 
ion of a subject of great significance to every one of us, 
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“How Should We Deal With American Communists and 
Front Organizations?” 

We were scheduled to broadcast tonight from Port Huron, 
Mich., on the problem of universal military training, but 
during the week President Truman asked that action on 
compulsory training be’ postponed until next January, and 
the question of control of communism on the home front 
moved to the top of the news. Town Meeting then quickly 
revised its plans so that it could bring you a discussion of 
this much debated topic. 

Last Tuesday, the House of Representatives passed by an 
overwhelming vote a sweeping communist-control bill, after 
first rejecting a measure which had the backing of the Ad- 
ministration. This House bill would require ail organizations 
found by a five-man Subversive Activities Control Board to 
be communist action or communist front in nature to register 
with the Federal Government, list their officers, and publish 
their financial reports. Members of either type of organization 
would be barred from employment in the Government or in 
defense plants. 

The Senate has before it three major bills dealing with 
subversive activities of communists, the Mundt-Ferguson 
bill, the McCarran bill, and the Administration bill. The 
McCarran measure, which came up for consideration just 
today, embodies now the principal features of the old Mundt- 
Ferguson bill. It would require registration of all communist 
organizations, outlaw conspiracies to overthrow the Govern- 
ment by force, and tighten up our immigration and spy laws. 

To discuss this important question, we have in the studic 
of Station WMAL, here in Washington, Senator Homer 
Ferguson of Michigan, coauthor of the Mundt-Ferguson bill 
and Dr. Leon M. Birkhead, Founder and Director of Friends 
of Democracy. 

Tonight we have invited three prominent newsmen to sit 
with us to ask questions, the questions that you would ask 
if you were here. They are Mr. Bert Andrews, chief Wash- 
ington correspondent of the New York Herald Tribune ane 
ABC news commentator, Mr. Bryson Rash, Director of 
Special Features for WMAL and ABC White House com: 
mentator, and Mr. Andrew Tully, Washington and foreigr 
correspondent for the Scripps-Howard newspapers. 

We shall hear first from Senator Homer Ferguson, < 
member of the Senate Appropriations and J udiciary com. 
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mittees and former chairman of the Senate Investigating 
‘Committee. Senator Ferguson. 


: Senator Ferguson: 


The need for legislation to control communist activities in 
ithe United States in my opinion cannot be questioned. Ten 
years of investigation by the Committee on Un-American 
Activities of the House and by its predecessor, the Senate 
Judiciary Committee, have established: 

_ First, that the communist movement in the United States 
‘is foveien controlled; 
- Second, that its ultimate objective with respect to the 
United Seer is to overthrow our free American institutions 
in favor of a communistic totalitarian dictatorship to be con- 
trolled from abroad; 

Third, that its activities are carried on by secret con- 
spiratorial methods; 

Fourth, that its activities, both because of the alarming 
march of communist forces abroad and because of the scope 
and nature of communist activities here in the United States, 
constitute an immediate and a powerful threat to the security 
of the United States and to the American way of life. . 

The conclusion that the communist movement constitutes 
a threat to the security of the United States and to the 
American way of life is not the cry of alarmists. The Presi- 
dent, for the first time, last week—in fact on August 8— 
acknowledged the threat of communism to our country. He 
did it in a message to Congress, and I quote him: 

“Today,” he said, ‘““we face most acutely the threat of the 
communist movement, international in scope, directed from 
a central source, and committed to the overthrow of demo- 
cratic institutions throughout the world.” He said further: 
“Communist imperialism also seeks to weaken and overthrow 
free nations by working within their borders.” And then he 
went on to say: “If the communists confined their activities 
in this country to the open and public channels of the 
democratic processes, we would have little concern about 
them, but they do not so limit their activities. Instead, to serve 
their ends of a foreign power, they engage in espionage, 
sabotage, and other acts subversive of our national safety.” 

Now it is the purpose of our proposed legislation to compel 
the communist movement to come out into the open. If they 
Jo this, then their officers would merely give the names of 
the people who belong to the communist political organiza- 
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tion. But if they do not come out into the open and give the 
names of the officers and directors, and places where they 
get their money and how they spend it, they will be guilty 
of crimes and may be prosecuted and jailed as any other 
criminals. If they obey the law by registering and giving their 
officers’ names, then, of course, the American public will 
know how to cope with that situation. 

We have a similar lobbying-registration law. The legis- 
lature passed that law for the same purpose: To bring out 
into the open the lobbyists, to know where they receive their 
money and who they are lobbying for. It exists on the idea 
that then the public and the legislators will be able to cope 
with that situation. 

The purpose of registration is to expose the communist 
movement and to protect the public against innocent and 
unwitting collaboration with it. Many people have joined 
communist-front organizations without being aware that they 
were the innocent victims of this great conspiracy. And 
further, the reason for registration is to expose and protect 
the public against certain acts which are declared unlawful. 
These alone are the acts which are declared to be unlawful 
in the bill, and Ill cite them: 

To conspire to perform any act which would substantially 
contribute to the establishment within the United States of 
a totalitarian dictatorship under foreign control. 

For an employee of the Government to communicate, with- 
out authorization, to another person whom he knows or has 
reason to believe is an agent of a foreign government or a 
member of a communist organization any information whick 
he knows or has reason to believe has been classified by the 
President or a department head as affecting the security ot 
the country. Foreign agents or members of communis‘ 
organizations are also penalized for receiving or attempting 
to obtain information which the Government employee i: 
prohibited from transmitting to him. 

The third item is to conceal the fact, when seeking office 
or employment under the United States, that a person is < 
member of an organization which has been legally found t« 
be a communist organization. 

Fourth, to hold any nonelective office or employment unde: 
the United States when such a member. 


Fifth, to apply for or to use the United States passpor 
when such a member. 


_ Sixth, to fail to file a report which it is his legal duty to file 
if a person is an officer or a communist organizer, or to make 
false statements or willful omissions in such a report. 

Seventh, to become or remain a member of the communist 
political organization if a person knows that the organization 
has been legally required to register and has failed to do so. 

Eighth, to mail communist publications or to broadcast or 
televise a communist program for a communist organization 
without identifying the source of sponsorship. 


Moderator Hitchcock: 


Thank you, Senator Ferguson. For another point of view 
on tonight’s question, we turn to Dr. Leon M. Birkhead, 
Founder and National Director of Friends of Democracy. 
Dr. Birkhead. . 


Dr. Birkhead: 


Thank you. Senator Ferguson and friends, you and I agree, 
sf course, that communism is a serious threat to the United 
States and to the world. Also, we agree that our country 
sust deal forthrightly and effectively with this communist 
menace. : 

In view of what I am going to say, I want it made clear 
-hat I am no champion of communism and that I have been 
~pposed to communism all of my life. In dealing with com- 
nunism, the McCarran and Mundt-Ferguson bills—I think 
nistakenly—have lumped together conspiracy, sabotage, 
‘evolutionary economics,. and politics with Marxian eco- 
iomics, left wing politics, ideologies, propaganda, advocacy 
»f radical changes in our economic system, utopian commu- 
1ism, communist frontism, and have thrown the book at 
hese things. 

It is my opinion that legislation such as proposed by 
Senator Ferguson and his colleagues cannot deal effectively 
vith these complications. The bills before the Congress are 
yn a level with the Alien and Sedition laws, the Eighteenth 
Amendment, and similar severe restrictive legislation which 
yur country has tried during its history—and, I think, dis- 
istrously. Any of these bills, if passed as proposed, would be 
langerous and ineffective. 

Now in such areas as conspiracy, spying, and sabotage, as 
ndicated by Senator Ferguson, Congress has not only a right, 
ut a duty to legislate. But in the areas of propaganda, public 
pinion, suggestions for radical changes in our political and 
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economic system, and the advocacy of other radical ideas— 
ideas which we may despise and hate—in these areas it is not 
the proper function of legislation to act. 

I make the following suggestions of what not to do. 

First, no internment camps for communists except in the 
gravest national peril, for example, in time of war. 

Second, don’t try to register all communists. Those who 
might be forced to register are already known, and many of 
them are registered in the communist political party in the 
various states. 

Third, it would be impossible to register all those con- 
nected with communist front groups, or even their officers. 
There are too many of them, and most of them are innocent 
dupes, suckers, and otherwise good citizens. 

Fourth, don’t let the hysterical, private vigilante groups 
encouraged by such legislation now pending before Con- 
gress—don’t let them take things in their own hands. They 
will terrorize our citizens, destroy the livelihood of innocent 
people, and spread hysteria. 

Fifth, don’t make the tragic and unforgivable mistake of 

_confusing liberals and progressives with communists and 
communist fronters. 

Don’t use, in the sixth place, false labels carelessly; for 
example, identifying New Dealers, Fair Dealers, and advo- 
cates of the Welfare State with communists. Westbrook 
Pegler, you may be interested to know, Senator, recently 
wrote that the Republican party, of which you and I are 
members, in New York City—you’re not in New York City 
of course—is actually a communist front. Such characteri- 
zations, it seems to me, are a service to the communists. 

Seventh, in opposing the extreme left, don’t forget tha’ 
there is also an extreme right, that there are faseists as wel 
as communists. In crawling out of bed, if any of us have beer 
in bed with the Stalinites, don’t let us get in bed with the 
Hitlerites. 

Eighth, fight intelligently, not hysterically, the infiltratior 
of communists into labor unions, churches, schools, anc 
government by outworking the communists, outvoting them 
outsupporting civil rights for all, by opposing anti-Semitism 
white supremacy, discrimination, and in every other forn 
of devotion to democracy. 

Immense progress has been made in fighting communism 
in eliminating communists from the government, labo 
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unions, the schools, and so forth. Don’t let us make the mistake 
of slowing down this progress. 

May I make the following affirmative suggestions? 

_ One, give pitiless publicity to communism and communist 
frontism. 

Two, remove communists and communist frontists from 
security positions in the government, where there still are 
some of them, possibly. 

Three, keep known communists out of the schools. 

_ Four, encourage anti-communist labor leaders. 

_ Five, support the efforts of such schools as Fordham Uni-. 
versity in teaching the real facts and truth about communism. 
_ Six, adopt Morris Ernst’s proposal of compelling the dis- 
closure of facts about organizations which seek to influence 
public opinion, and Senator Ferguson, I notice, is in favor 
of that: 

Seven, strengthen the laws dealing with conspiracy, sabo- 
tage, spying, and follow the suggestions of J. Edgar Hoover 
end the FBI in such legislative matters. 

Eight, give wide publicity to the character of communist 
front groups and tell our citizens how, under the guise of 
supporting good causes, they may be enticed into communist 
feont groups. 

I know that this democracy of ours is a dangerous and 
hazardous form of government, and there are these threats 
trom the extreme left, as well as from the extreme right. 
However, may I say that freedom of expression concerning 
radical and dangerous opinions and ideas and propaganda, 
though perilous, are not so perilous as the suppression of 
them would be. 

So my conclusion is that our democracy is not so weak 
that it needs restrictive and suppressive legislation to protect 
it in the free market of ideas. 


Moderator Hitchcock: 

Thank you, Dr. Birkhead. You and Senator Ferguson have 
joined the issue nicely, I think. Now, gentlemen, before we 
take questions from our panel of newsmen, here is a message 
for our Town Hall listeners. 


Announcer: 

Tonight Town Meeting again demonstrates the effort it 
nakes to present only the most timely discussions. Last week, 
you will remember, we announced that tonight’s subject 
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would be universal military training. But when the President! 
unexpectedly recommended that UMT legislation be post- 
poned until January, and when Congress turned its attention 
to the Communist Control bill, our entire staff worked long) 
hours in order to bring you fonight’ Ss program on American! 
communists and front organizations. ) 

Town Meeting is always on top of the news, and our weekly! 
booklet, the Town Meeting Bulletin, keeps you constantly: 
informed on current trends. If you want to make sure that 
you do not miss any Town Meeting discussion, send $4.50; 
for a one-year subscription or $1 for 11 consecutive broad-, 
casts. Copies of tonight’s program are available at 10 cents 
each. Our address is Town Hall, New York 18, New York. 

Now, for questions from our panel, we return you to our 
guest moderator, Dr. Orville Hitchcock. 


QUESTIONS, PLEASE! 


Dr. Hitchcock: Now, Senator Ferguson and Dr. Birkhead, 
if you’re ready for questions from the panel, we’ll start with 
a question from Bryson Rash. 

Mr. Rash: Well, I'd like to direct this first question to 
Senator Ferguson. There’s some question, and it’s probably 
one of the basic questions in this particular McCarran bill, 
on the constitutionality of the McCarran Act, on the basis 
that it is in effect a bill of attainder, or it may even be ex post 
facto. Do you think that ultimately in some court in the land, 
the Supreme Court, probably, the bill might fall on the ground 
that it is unconstitutional? 

Dr. Hitchcock: Senator? 

Senator Ferguson: Mr. Rash, as a lawyer and a former 
judge, I took great pains in going over the bill on the question 
of constitutionality. We had the advice of John Davis’ firm, 
Donald Richberg, and we also had the advice of the American 
Bar Association. I’m convinced in my own mind that this bill 
is constitutional. 

We have tried to do this thing under law, and the sur- 
prising thing is today that the Administration wants to do 
many of the things that we want to do under law by a decree. 
This isn’t ex post facto. It only applies in the future. It’s not 2 
bill of attainder. It doesn’t make a thing a crime except 
through the courts on specific acts. So there is just nothing 
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to the claim that this could be a bill of attainder or that it 
violates the ex post facto law. 

I’m a great believer in equal justice under the law. Now, 
for instance, today the Attorney General registers all com- 
munist front organizations, but he does it without a standard, 
he does it without any right to appeal to the courts. What we 
want to do is to do the same thing, but we want to do it 
under law, so that there can be an appeal to the court. 

And you know people will say this is going to take a long 
time to get this out. Why, if that were the same law, we’d never 
have an anti-trust case. Now we put up to the Federal Trade 
‘Commission what is or is not a violation of the anti-trust 
laws, and if it takes a little time, that’s the American system. 
_ Now, for instance, just recently the State Department didn’t 
~vant to give a passport to Robeson. We say under the law 
that they can’t give a Communist a passport. We want to 
make it apply to all, not to one or two. And that’s not saying 
that Robeson is a Communist. But they refused to give him 
Passport. 

Dr. Hitchcock: Thank you, Senator. Mr. Rash, does that 
satisfy you? 

Mr. Rash: I think so, pretty well. I just want to make a 
little point, if I may. What if all the Communists in the Com- 
munist party quit today, and then the bill is passed and we 
no longer have a Communist party? 

Senator Ferguson: We apply this not to a party. We apply 
it to a set of facts, the things that make up the Communist 
arty. We have definitions and we have standards by which 
we are to judge whether or not the party is in violation of 
the law. Now we don’t outlaw the Communist party, because 
£ we did, that’s what they’d do. And I don’t believe in out- 
awing them. I want to bring them out into the open. And 
once they’re in the open, then America will deal with them. 

Dr. Hitchcock: Thank you, Senator. Now we'll move ahead 
<0 a question from Mr. Andrews. 

Mr. Andrews: I have a question for Dr. Birkhead. You 
spoke very strongly, Dr. Birkhead, about the danger of being 
swept away by hysteria; in going what would be, in your 
opinion, too strong. I’d like to point out that in the 80th 
Songress the Mundt-Nixon bill was passed by the House. I 
-hink the vote was 319 to 58. In this Congress, the Wood bill, 
nuch stronger, was passed by 354 to 20. Now do you really 
vhink that the 354 in that overwhelming majority have been 
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swept away by hysteria, or wouldn’t you say that they might 
be representing the temper of the times? | 

Dr. Hitchcock: What do you think, Dr. Birkhead? 

Dr. Birkhead: Well, I wouldn’t want to accuse the Con- 
gress—the Senate, or the House—of hysteria. They’re sup- 
posed to be, Senator Ferguson and his colleagues, much more 
deliberate. They’re a deliberative body, but I would say that 
the hysterical part of it that I’m speaking of is the sort of 
thing you get in crowding people off the radio because they’re 
charged with being communist fronters, or something of the 
sort, and the hysterical speeches that you sometimes hear, and 
then, of course, the vigilante activities of certain groups 
throughout the country. That’s what I mean. I’m not reflecting 
on Congress at all. I’m reflecting on the general temper of 
the people. 

Dr. Hitchcock: Thank you. The Senator wants to comment. 


THE SPEAKERS’ COLUMN 
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Nees of speech at the State University of Iowa, Iowa City, 
owa. 


Senator Ferguson: We talk about vigilantes. The way to 
stop vigilantes is to make it under the law. That’s how we 
took care of the Wild West at one time. Before they had 
laws and had sheriffs, they took law into their own hands. 
As soon as we got law and judges and courts and the right 
of appeal, we did away with vigilantes. 

Mr. Rash: Do you think, Senator Ferguson—pardon me for 
interrupting—but do you think that your bill, the over-all 
omnibus McCarran bill, which you were discussing today, 
which includes your Mundt-Ferguson bill, do you think that 
that legislation, for instance, would clean up the radio pro- 
grams and do the things that some of these vigilante groups 
want done? 

Senator Ferguson: No, I don’t say that it would do all. It 
would do this, though. If the Communist party put a program 
on, they’d have to list it as such. 

Mr. Rash: Don’t they now? 

Senator Ferguson: No. 

Dr. Hitchcock: Gentlemen, I hate to interrupt, but Mr. 
Pully’s getting a little impatient. We announced him as a 
member of the panel, and he’s got a good question there and 
ae wants to come in with it. Mr. Tully? 

Mr. Tully: Senator, I’d like to ask you this. Let’s say ’'m 
abeled as a Communist because I belong to an organization 
which is on the Justice Department’s subversive list. How 
do I get better? How do I remove that taint? , 

Senator Ferguson: Neither one of these bills, the one in 
-he House or the one in the Senate, requires a registration 
xf the members of the front organizations. It only requires 
the registration of the officers and the directors of the front 
organizations. 

Mr. Tully: Who’s going to decide the front organizations? 

Senator Ferguson: The Board. There’s going to be a Board. 
The House says five members, the Senate says three. It doesn’t 
nake any difference to me, whether it’s five or three. They’d 
ye named by the President and be confirmed by the Senate. 
Che Board would do just like the Federal Trade Commission, 
or any other one of our Commissions. They’d find the facts, 
and then you’d have the right to appeal. 

And, by the way, if you were a member of the Communist 
yarty, that is, listed as such, but were not a member, you 
would have the right to resign, and your name couldn’t be 
sublished for a period of six months. We take care of that 
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in the bill. There is no desire to smear anyone in this bill. 
It’s merely to put down in law—law that will cope with the’ 
present situation and get this thing out in the open. 

Dr. Hitchcock: Senator, our time’s moving very rapidly, 

and Mr. Tully wants to follow up with a question. | 

Mr. Tully: Senator, the general impression on the Hill is 
that J. Edgar Hoover is opposed to this bill. I haven’t seen 
any public statement of his, but that is the impression, and 
of course he’s not talking Bout it. 

Senator Ferguson: J. Edgar Hoover has never said that he’s | 
opposed to this bill. In one of the hearings he made the state- 
ment that he didn’t want to outlaw the party. None of these 
bills outlaw it. He used an expression that he thought that 
there ought to be laws passed to bring them out in the open, 
and this certainly would bring them out into the open. J. Edgar 
Hoover today is collecting the same material that he would 
collect after this bill, but he’d apply it under the law instead 
of applying it without a law. 

Dr. Hitchcock: Could we get in another quick question 
or two? Mr. Rash? 

Mr. Rash: I have one for Senator Ferguson: Isn’t speed one 
of the elements necessary at this present moment in world 
affairs—speed in the question of controlling communism in 
this country, and abroad, too? Now, isn’t it true, Senator, 
that when you bring a test case under the McCarran bill 
that it is going to take quite a period of time before you can 
finally and ultimately get around to determine whether or 
not that case is good? 

Senator Ferguson: It’s going to take some. time, but let me 
say this much, that if the Attorney General of the United 
States wanted to do something under this law, it wouldn’t 
take him the same length of time that it took him to prose- 
cute the 11 Communists. It took him 10 years to bring that 
case. And I was one of the people who urged him at different 
times on the floor of the Senate and in public to bring the case, 
because they had the evidence used before. All you need 
is a will to enforce the law, and I’m satisfied the courts will 
rule immediately on this kind of a case and get it tried. 

Dr. Hitchcock: Mr. Andrews, do you have another quick 
~ question? 

Mr. Andrews: Well, I have a very fast one. It’s not quite 
on this subject, but I really would like to ask Senator Fergu- 
son whether he agrees with President Truman that the 
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Marine Corps has as strong a propaganda machine as Joe 


Stalin? 


Senator Ferguson: I do not agree with the President. I 
think that that is one of the most unfortunate remarks the 
President of the United States has ever made. It’s much, 
much worse than the red herring statements. 

Dr. Hitchcock: Senator, I think we should discuss that 
maybe next week or some other week. Well, I’m sorry, gentle- 
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ness Do About Point Four? 
4.How Can Organized Religion 
Advance American Democ- 

racy? 

7. What Should We Do About 
Federal Aid to Education? 

8. What Kind of Farm Program 
Do We Need? 

3. Should We Cut Marshall Plan 
Aid Now? 

0. Do We Have an Alternative to 
the Cold War? 

il. What Effect Do Our Race Rela- 
tions- Have on Our Foreign 
Policy? 

2. How Can We Best Insure Loy- 
alty of United States Citizens 
and Officials? 
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1. How Should Business and Gov- 
ernment Deal With Unemploy- 
ment? : 

2.Is the American Press Doing 
Its Job Today? 


3. To What Extent Is Government 
Responsible for Social Welfare? 
4.Are Divorces Ruining Our 
Children? 
5. What Progress May We Expect 
in the Next Half Century? 
6. Are We Fighting Communism 
Wisely? 
7.When Are We Too Old To 
Work? 
8. What Are the Real Issues in the 
1950 Congressional Elections? 
9.What Does the Korean Inva- 
sion Mean to the United States 
and the United Nations? 
10. Is the Fair Deal Destroying In- 
dividual Responsibility? 
11. The Stake of Business in Our 
Foreign Policy. 
12. How Can We Strengthen Our 
World Position? 
13.Is Freedom of Speech Threat- 
ened in America? 
14. Are Teachers Free To Teach? 
15.Do We Need More Wartime 
Controls Now? 
16.Is Party Politics Threatening 
Our Security? 
17.Should We Rearm Germany 
and Japan? 
18. Will the Defense of Formosa 
Help Check Communism in 
Asia? 
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men, that our time is up. Thank you, Senator Ferguson and 
Dr. Birkhead, and thanks also to our three interrogators 
Bert Andrews of the New York Herald Tribune, Bryson Rash. 
news commentator for ABC, and Andrew Tully of the 
Scripps-Howard papers. Now in just a few moments [ll tell 
you about our subject and speakers for next week. ) 

Announcer: Perhaps you know how you feel about the 
important public issues of the day, but do you know the other 
side? You must know both sides in order to reach a sound 
judgment, particularly in this election year. That’s what 
makes democracy work. Out of these Town Meetings whick 
present both sides come tolerance, understanding, reason 
and new knowledge. This explains why newspapers, banks 
automobile dealers, labor unions, and industrial firms sponsor 
Town Meeting on their own ABC stations throughout the 
country. Town Meeting is available for local sponsorship or 
the station to which you are now listening. 

If you want to expand your public service and at the same 
time have an effective advertising medium, call your ABC 
station manager. He will be glad to give you further detail: 
about Town Meeting sponsorship. You will find that it’s gooc 
business to sponsor Town Meeting in your city. Now, fo 
news of next week’s program, here again is our gues 
moderator, Dr. Orville Hitchcock. 

Dr. Hitchcock: First, I want to thank Senator Ferguson 
Dr. Birkhead, and Messrs, Andrews, Rash, and Tully for ar 
interesting and informative discussion. 

Next week, Town Meeting visits Yankton, South Dakota 
where we will originate under the auspices of the Yanktor 
Service Club Council. Our subject will be one of the mos 
important domestic issues of our times, one which is bein; 
argued throughout the country and particularly in the mid 
west and far northwest, “For National Security and Pros 
perity—Public or Private Power?” We have invited tw 
authorities to help us reach our own conclusions on thi 
question: William E. Warne, Assistant Secretary of the In 
terior, and Purcell L. Smith, President. of the Nationa 
Association of Electric Companies. Your guest moderato 
will be Dr. Clarence Decker, President of the University O 
Kansas City. 

So plan to be with us next week and every week at th 
sound of the Crier’s Bell. 
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